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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 29-October -2007 has been entered. 

2. The amendment filed on 17-October -2007 has been received and entered. Claims 1-5, 7- 
8, 10-24, 27-31, and 36-37 are pending. 

Specification 

3. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). Correction of the 
following is required: Claim 27 and its dependence recite the term "computer readable medium" 
without any explicit definition in the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 



The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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5. Claims 1 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 and 27, between lines 4 and 5, appear to be missing essential steps disclosed in 
applicant's specification page 3, lines 7-8 "each entry has associated with it a metastructure 
containing metadata" as to make the relationship between the claimed earlier claimed recitations 
and the latter introduced "metastructure". 

Claim 1 also appears to be missing the term "the indexed" prior to entries in line 5 which 
is necessarily for continuity and consistency of the claimed invention. 

Although the amendment is in response to the Final office action whereby the potentially 
allowable subject matter was appreciatively incorporated to claims 1 and 27, the changes are 
confusing and create vagueness as to what is actually being claimed. Its unclear why there is 
three introductory mentions of "a data structure" and whether the "data structure" is different 
from the previously claimed "metastructure" and if so, how do they related to each other? 
Applicant's specification gives various examples of "data structures" on page 6, lines 1-10, 
leaving it difficult to ascertain which particular one is being claimed and how it related to the 
reminder of the clams. 

For example, in claim 1, lines 19-22, the sentence is written awkwardly and thus difficult 
to ascertain its meaning. It is also unclear how the newly amended section now interrelates to the 
original claim as there is no-tie in claimed entry ID nor pervious statements regarding entry 
relationships. It is also unclear how "user defined part" is first being attached an label but then it 
is cross-indexed with other structure information. Claim 1, line 22, the recitation of "indicting" is 
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unclear and does not provide what is in fact being indicated"? Also, the fact, that now both 
claims 1 and 27 have two displaying steps making it confusing as when the second set of 
limitations occurs. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-5, 7-8, 10-24, 27-3 1, and 36-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rivette et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,806,079) in view of Ryan et al. (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,421,675 Bl), and further in view of Davis (U.S. Patent No. 6,920,608 Bl). 

As to claim 1 , Rivette et al. discloses in an electronic device, a method, comprising the 
steps of: 

providing a plurality of entries containing data (See Rivette et al. Figure 3B); 

assigning an entry ID to each of said entries (See Rivette et al. column 25, lines 19-65, 
wherein "entry ID" reads on "identifier"), 

each said entry ID being a unique value (See Rivette et al. column 25, lines 19-65, 
wherein "entry ID" reads on "identifier"); 

storing each entry indexed by the assigned entry ID (See Rivette et al. column 25, lines 
19-65, wherein "entry ID" reads on "identifier"); 
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altering the data contained in one of a selected one of the plurality of entries to create a 
new entry, said new entry having an entry ID assigned (See Rivette et al. Figure 3B, Rivette et al. 
Figure 7B, also see Rivette et al. column 29, lines 24-46); 

cross-indexing said new entry with said selected entry (See Rivette et al. column 30, lines 

42-65); 

updating a meta structure associated with said selected entry to reflect relationship 
changes caused by said new entry, said updating including a time said selected entry was altered 
(See Rivette et al. column 30, lines 22-36); and 

displaying said new entry in response to requests for said selected entry (See Rivette et al. 
column 29, lines 24-46). 

Rivette et al. teaches the claimed invention but does not explicitly teach the metastructure 
maintaining a list of plurality of relationship changes between the selected entry and at least one 
other entry that show an evolution of said selected entry over a time period that includes a time 
period before said updating. 

Ryan et al. teaches the metastructure maintaining a list of plurality of relationship 
changes between the selected entry and at least one other entry that show an evolution of said 
selected entry over a time period that includes a time period before said updating (See Ryan et al. 
column 29, lines 32-39, and see Ryan et al. column 29, lines 40-46, and see Ryan et al. column 
17, lines 29-35, wherein table 9 is described as storing past updates -i.e. over time, and see Ryan 
et al. Table 9, shows original creation date/time). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Rivette et al. by the teaching of Ryan et al. to include the 
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metastructure maintaining a list of plurality of relationship changes between the selected entry 
and at least one other entry that show an evolution of said selected entry over a time period that 
includes a time period before said updating because it provides for it provides for accuracy of 
information frequently (See Ryan et al. column 2, lines 49-55); 

attaching a user-provided label to a user-defined part of said selected entry, said label 
being cross-indexed with said user-defined part, said selected entry and with a data structure 
referencing other entries containing said label (See Rivette et al. column 7, lines 41-52, wherein 
"label" reads on "note"). 

The combined teachings of Rivette et al. with Ryan et al. teach the invention but still do 
not teach: 

replacing said label with a replacement label that is being cross-indexed with said user- 
defined part, said selected entry and a data structure of other entries containing segments with 
said replacement label; 

indicating in said data structure holding the original label the time the original label is 
replaced; and 

displaying said replacement label with said selected entry in response to requests for 
earlier versions of said selected entry which originally lacked said replacement label. 

Davis teaches replacing said label with a replacement label that is being cross-indexed 
with said user- defined part, said selected entry and a data structure of other entries containing 
segments with said replacement label (See column 41, lines 61-65, and see column 50, lines 26- 
48); 
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indicating in said data structure holding the original label the time the original label is 
replaced (See column 19, lines 1-6, wherein it is inherent that "original label" time must coincide 
with the document creation time); and 

displaying said replacement label with said selected entry in response to requests for 
earlier versions of said selected entry which originally lacked said replacement label (See 
column 18, lines 39-67, and see column 21, lines 60-63, and see column 22, lines 1-12, wherein 
it is inherent the latest version is the currently displayed version). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have further modified Rivette et al. as modified by the teaching of Davis to include 
replacing labels as versions change and keeping track of all changes made to user defined labels 
since it provides for more efficient and better conforming process for document publishing. 

As to claim 2, Rivette et al. as modified discloses comprising the further steps of: 
parsing the data contained in said selected entry into segments (See Rivette et al. column 
7, lines 45-65); 

assigning an item ID having a unique value to each of said segments (See Rivette et al. 
column 25, lines 19-65, wherein "entry ID" reads on "identifier"); and 

updating the meta structure of said selected entry to include a reference to said item IDs 
assigned to each of said segments (See Rivette et al. column 30, lines 22-36). 



As to claim 3, Rivette et al. as modified discloses comprising the further step of: 
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appending the parsed data from said selected entry to a journal, said journal being a data 
structure located in permanent memory (See Rivette et al. column 9, lines 3-16). 

As to claim 4, Rivette et al. as modified discloses comprising the further step of: 
parsing said selected entry into segments; 

attaching a label to at least one of said segments, wherein said label is cross indexed with 
said segment, said selected entry and with a data structure referencing at least one other entry 
containing a segments with said label (See Rivette et al. column 7, lines 41-52, wherein "label" 
reads on "note"). 

As to claim 5, Rivette et al. as modified discloses comprising the further steps of: 
searching said plurality of entries based on said label attached to said at least one of said 

segments (See Rivette et al. column 25, lines 1-9); and 

displaying a results of said search on a web page, the results indicating entries from said 

plurality of entries that contain said label attached to said at least one of said segments (See 

Rivette et al. column 29, lines 24-46). 

As to claim 7, Rivette et al. as modified discloses comprising the further step of: 
displaying a web page containing only said user-defined part of said selected entry (See 
Rivette et al. column 36, lines 39-54). 
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As to claim 8, Rivette et al. as modified discloses searching said plurality of entries based 
on said label (See Rivette et al. column 21, lines 15-36, also see Rivette et al. column 27, lines 
48-56); and 

displaying a results of said search on a web page, wherein said web page indicates all of 
the entries from said plurality of entries that contain said label (See Rivette et al. column 21, 
lines 15-36, also see Rivette et al. column 27, lines 48-56). 

As to claim 14, Rivette et al. a modified discloses further: 

providing a permanent memory location (See Rivette et al. column 31, lines 4-34) 
parsing the data contained within said selected entry (See Rivette et al. column 7, lines 
45-65); and 

storing the parsed data in a permanent memory location (See Rivette et al. column 31, 
lines 4-34). 

As to claim 15, Rivette et al. as modified discloses comprising the further steps of: 
storing a reference to at least one of, another entry, an update to said selected entry, and a 

labeling of said selected entry, in a meta structure stored in a data structure in said permanent 

memory location (See Rivette et al. column 31, lines 4-34). 

As to claim 16, Rivette et al. as modified discloses wherein said meta structure includes a 
grammar object, said grammar object expressing a ternary relationship among said data (See 
Rivette et al. column 9, lines 9-16). 



Application/Control Number: 10/003,773 



Art Unit: 2165 



Page 10 



As to claim 17, Rivette et al. as modified discloses wherein the selected entry is an email 
message (See Rivette et al. column 12, lines 65-67). 

As to claim 18, Rivette et al. as modified discloses wherein selected entry is an 
attachment to an email message (See Rivette et al. column 32, lines 10-32). 

As to claim 19, Rivette et al. as modified discloses wherein the selected entry is a web 
page (See Rivette et al. column 32, lines 10-32). 

As to claim 20, Rivette et al. as modified discloses wherein the selected entry is user- 
input text (See Rivette et al. column 11, lines 12-21, wherein "entry" reads on "object"). 

As to claim 2 1 , Rivette et al. as modified discloses wherein said electronic device is 
interfaced with a network (See Rivette et al. column 24, lines 37-44). 

As to claim 22, Rivette et al. as modified discloses wherein the selected entry is audio 
data (See Rivette et al. column 11, lines 12-21, wherein "entry" reads on "object"). 

As to claim 23, Rivette et al. as modified discloses wherein the selected entry is video 
data (See Rivette et al. column 11, lines 12-21, wherein "entry" reads on "object"). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/003,773 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2165 

As to claim 24, Rivette et al. as modified discloses wherein said selected entry is a 
complete document that is not segmented prior to the assignment of said entry ID (See Rivette et 
al column 12, lines 65-67). 

As to claim 27, Rivette et al. discloses a computer readable medium holding computer- 
executable instructions that upon executing cause a computer device to: 

provide a plurality of entries containing data (See Rivette et al. column 16, lines 7-19); 

assign an entry ID to each of said entries, said entry ID being a unique value (See Rivette 
et al. column 25, lines 19-65, wherein "entry ID" reads on "identifier"); 

store each entry indexed by the assigned entry ID (See column 25, lines 19-65, wherein 
"entry ID" reads on "identifier"); 

alter the data contained in one of a selected one of said plurality of entries to create a new 
entry, said new entry having an entry ID assigned, the new entry cross-indexed with said selected 
entry (See Rivette et al. column 29, lines 13-37, also see Rivette et al. column 30, lines 22-27); 

update a meta structure associated with said selected entry to indicate a time said selected 
entry was altered (See Rivette et al. column 14, lines 35-50, also see Rivette et al. column 21, 
lines 29-36, wherein "label" reads on "notes", also see Rivette et al. column 25, lines 42-65, 
wherein "meta" reads on "descriptor"); and 

display said new entry in response to requests for said selected entry (See Rivette et al. 
column 21, lines 55-61). 

Rivette et al. teaches the claimed invention but does not explicitly teach the metastructure 
maintaining a list of plurality of relationship changes between the selected entry and at least one 
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other entry that show an evolution of said selected entry over a time period that includes a time 
period before said updating. 

Ryan et al. teaches the metastructure maintaining a list of plurality of relationship 
changes between the selected entry and at least one other entry that show an evolution of said 
selected entry over a time period that includes a time period before said updating (See Ryan et al. 
column 29, lines 32-39, and see Ryan et al. column 29, lines 40-46, and see Ryan et al. column 
17, lines 29-35, wherein table 9 is described as storing past updates -i.e. over time, and see Ryan 
et al. Table 9, shows original creation date/time). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Rivette et al. by the teaching of Ryan et al. to include the 
metastructure maintaining a list of plurality of relationship changes between the selected entry 
and at least one other entry that show an evolution of said selected entry over a time period that 
includes a time period before said updating because it provides for it provides for accuracy of 
information frequently (See Ryan et al. column 2, lines 49-55). 

The combined teachings of Rivette et al. with Ryan et al. teach the invention but still do not 
teach: 

replacing said label with a replacement label that is being cross-indexed with said user- 
defined part, said selected entry and a data structure of other entries containing segments with 
said replacement label; 

indicating in said data structure holding the original label the time the original label is 
replaced; and 
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displaying said replacement label with said selected entry in response to requests for 
earlier versions of said selected entry which originally lacked said replacement label. 

Davis teaches replacing said label with a replacement label that is being cross-indexed 
with said user- defined part, said selected entry and a data structure of other entries containing 
segments with said replacement label (See column 41, lines 61-65, and see column 50, lines 26- 
48); 

indicating in said data structure holding the original label the time the original label is 
replaced (See column 19, lines 1-6, wherein it is inherent that "original label" time must coincide 
with the document creation time); and 

displaying said replacement label with said selected entry in response to requests for 
earlier versions of said selected entry which originally lacked said replacement label (See 
column 18, lines 39-67, and see column 21, lines 60-63, and see column 22, lines 1-12, wherein 
it is inherent the latest version is the currently displayed version). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have further modified Rivette et al. as modified by the teaching of Davis to include 
replacing labels as versions change and keeping track of all changes made to user defined labels 
since it provides for more efficient and better conforming process for document publishing. 

As to claim 28, Rivette et al. as modified discloses wherein said method comprises the 
further steps of: 

parse said selected entry into segments (See Rivette et al. column 25, lines 19-65, 
wherein "entry ID" reads on "identifier"); 
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assign an item ID having a unique value to each of said segments (See Rivette et al. 
column 25, lines 19-65, wherein "entry ID" reads on "identifier"); and 

update the meta structure of said selected entry to include a reference to said item ID (See 
Rivette et al. column 25, lines 19-65, wherein "entry ID" reads on "identifier"). 

As to claim 29, Rivette et al. as modified discloses wherein said method comprises the 
further step of: 

attach a label to at least one of said segments (See Rivette et al. column 3, lines 30-31, 
wherein "label" reads on "note"), said label cross-indexed with said segment, said selected entry 
and with a data structure listing other entries containing a segment with said label (See Rivette et 
al column 21, lines 38-47). 

As to claim 30, Rivette et al. as modified discloses further comprising: 

select a time slice to apply to a selected entry, said time slice corresponding to 
a period of time (See Rivette et al. column 21, lines 29-36, wherein "label" reads on "notes"); 

select a perspective to apply to said selected entry, said perspective being a 
date reference controlling which of the plurality of labels referencing said selected entry to 
display with said selected entry (See Rivette et al. column 30, lines 22-50); and 

display said selected entry constrained by said time slice and said perspective (See 
Rivette et al. column 21, lines 29-36, wherein "label" reads on "notes"). 



As to claim 31, Rivette et al. discloses as modified further comprising: 
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search said plurality of entries based on said label (See Rivette et al. column 25, lines 1- 

9); and 

display the results of said search in a document referencing other entries from said 
plurality of entries that contain said label (See Rivette et al. column 29, lines 24-46), each of the 
entries indicating a time the label became affixed to the entry (See Rivette et al. column 21, lines 
29-36, wherein "label" reads on "notes"). 

As to claims 36-37, Rivette et al. as modified discloses wherein the selected entry is one 
of audio and video data (See Rivette et al. column 1, lines 39-42). 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

For complete list of cited relevant art, see PTO-form 892. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Neveen Abel-Jalil whose telephone number is 571-272-4074. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM-5 :30PM EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christian P. Chace can be reached on 571-272-4190. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Neveen Abel-Jalil 

Primary Examiner 

March 24, 2008 

/Neveen Abel-Jalil/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2165 



